burdened with the cares of providing, from their own
resources, their own particular means of living. This
alone will wash away many obstacles which would
otherwise be fatal. For of course my proposals will not
be "fair." But it will be child's play to prove that they
are infinitely more fair than what we enjoy to-day.
Moreover, they are manifestly fair in relation to the
capricious "unfairness" of the risks of war. If jour cut
in consumption is rather more3 or jour rise is rather
less, than you think fair, it is difficult to make a great
song and dance about it when some men are asked
to put out fires when they know high explosive bombs
will be aimed at the illuminated targets and others
are asked to guard railway bridges in the depths of the
country. Moreover, a great deal of the real heartburning
about "unfairness" arises from resentment at a decision
which seems to make it harder to put oneself in a
position to maintain one's own standard after the war.
But if this is something which we are going to decide
not to bother about so much as formerly, the sharp edge
of the complaint is blunted.

In fact changes of this order are unlikely to be made
by a nation such as Britain in one fell swoop. But if
the war lasts another year, and if we are going to win,
changes such as these will be made. The more we are
battered the more ridiculous it will be not to make
them.

WHAT  WILL   HAPPEN  TO

AND  AFTER   THE   WAR

Nothing like the whole of industry will be "taken
over" in war. Industries not taken over will continue
to operate as at present. Existing owners will pay the
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